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Supplementary figure 1: Participant flow chart for 3D body imaging evaluation: (A) Guatemala, (B) Kenya, (C) China. 

 

Supplementary figure 2: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 

for length (0-23 mo) or height (24-59 mo) in Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation.  

 

Supplementary figure 3: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 

for mid-upper arm circumference in Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation 

 

Supplementary figure 4: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 

for head circumference in China for 3D body imaging evaluation 

 

Supplementary figure 5: Inter-rater & inter-method accuracy concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for length (0-23 mo) or height 

(24-59 mo) in Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation.  



 

Supplementary figure 6: Inter-rater & inter-method concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for mid-upper arm circumference in 

Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation: Children 0-59 mo 

 

Supplementary figure 7: Inter-rater & inter-method concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for head circumference in China for 3D 

body imaging evaluation 
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Supplementary figure 1: Participant flow chart for 3D body imaging evaluation: (A) Guatemala, (B) Kenya, (C) China.  
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Supplementary figure 2: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 
for length (0-23 mo) or height (24-59 mo) in Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation  
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Supplementary figure 3: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 

for mid-upper arm circumference in Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation 
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Supplementary figure 4: Inter-rater & inter-method Bland Altman bias and plots for lower and upper limits of agreement (lower LOA, Upper LOA) 

for head circumference in China for 3D body imaging evaluation 
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Supplementary figure 5: Inter-rater & inter-method accuracy concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for length (0-23 mo) or height (24-59 mo) in 
Guatemala, Kenya, and China for 3D body imaging evaluation.   
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Supplementary figure 6: Inter-rater & inter-method concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for mid-upper arm circumference in Guatemala, Kenya, 
and China for 3D body imaging evaluation: Children 0-59 mo  
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        Supplementary figure 7: Inter-rater & inter-method concordance correlation coefficient (CCC) and 95%CI for head circumference in China for 3D body 

imaging evaluation 

 

 


